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To Their Mejrsrins High Con 
ight Honourable the Eſtates of F. 
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ANSWERS 


For the (ounteſs of V Vernyls, ie the Petition given in by 
| he Counteſs of Sutherland, To their A afeſties bigh - 
Commiſſoner, and the Rieht Honourable the Eftuter of 
1 


the Counteſs of en his 
of Sutherland his Daughter, of his firſe Matr 
the Parliament, Ano. 168 l. complaining x 

ing made rhereto, the Petition was rejece, and — tock it up — 


ed it. | 
The ſaid Counteſs, has now given. ina ſecond Petition to the- Lord — 
fioner, his Orace, and honourable Eſtatesof Purliament, tothe fame 
before the Counteſs of Wemyſe make any a Tee Anſwer thereto, Ih. : 
bly repreſents, 1. That the foreſaid Tailzie her Father, in her — 5 
was not 8 clandeſtine and latent Deed, nor in — — var — 
many yeary before the ſame ! Firſt, by « Tailziebefore het Marriage; 
Infeftment followed under the Great * anno 2 a. 5 Ge 
Marriage, whereunto many Noble Per — 
Infeftment followed under the Great Seal, n J a ar rat 
. —.— ol — * the ſecond, n Otear Seal. 
2, The id Tailtie in favours of the Counteks « » war daes, 
and weighty y Conſiderations, For 1; The tar of Wewy/+ ener didalwa 5 
no 


he would not have his Family and Eſtste ſwallowed op ad on — th 
great Families, to which the Counteſs of Sutherland I married) 
but that he would have his Family kept diſtind in the ant rent Ln from 1 


And therefore when the Counteſs of Sutherlevd married the ons 
firſt Husband, her Father gave her 45000 Merks in Tocher, 28 
Proviſions made by him, in ber favours ; and thereaftertailzied. his e 
now Counteſs of Femyſs bis Daughter, whom be martied to 3 Cenclemanof his -f 
own Name and Blood. 2. When the Earl of emyſo married the Counteſdiof ' 
Buccleugh, Mother to this Counteſs of Weayſr:His Bſtate was funk with 
and was recovered by two great Joynters the had former — by” 
a confiderable Penfig on which ſhe had — the King. during ibe many y 
wy lived together, extended to a valt Sum8o that — Gracitude'to he 
b tweans his Family was preſerved rr wanted bl abr 
1 þD.1 en 
Das As 1 Tailziesmade by the Earl of ats d this 
Daughter, were publick Deeds, and Ny Conſidei 
for eliding the Conntes of Sutherland 1 r Preterices; ©* 
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ofthe now Counteſs ot FFewyſ7, his youngeſt Daughter. MST g lee 
E 2 Tailzie, \ 


| x33 | 

obtained firſt a Declarator before the Lords of Sc ſſion, anno 1682, againſt the 
Counes of Sutherland in foro contradiGorio, finding and declaring, that the 
uteſs of Wemyſs, by the Tailzies and Rights foreſaids, has the only Right to the 
foreſaid Title of Honour and Eſtate, and that the Counteſs of Sviberdand has no 
Right thereto : And therefore diſcharging the Counteſs of Sutherland to trouble 
the Counteſs of Wery/ſrrin the peaceable Poſſeſſion ang injoyment thereof. a. The 
Counteſs of Wemy/s, did in anno 368 1- obtain Decreet of Reduction and [mpro- 
bation, before the Lords of Seſſion, againſt the Counteſs of Sarberland, of her 
retended Rights to che ſaid Title of Honour and Eſtate, and of the 
Bbads of Proviſion, alledged made by the Earl of Vemjſi to Alexander and Lady 
Mary Wemyſes, her Brother and Sifter (. whereto ſne pretended Right) as falſe 
and ſeinzied; fo that the unteſs of Memyſs her Right being publick Deeds, eled 
with Poſſeſſion, now by the ſpace of 22 years. And ſhe having abtained. the 
foreſaids Decreets of Declarator, Reduction and Improbation of the Counteſs of 


mitted to aſſert 2 t, nor to quarrel the Counteſs of ¶ emyſo, her Right 
to the Title of Honour and Eſtate of V emyſs, which is unqueſtionably ſecured 
by all that the King and the Laws of the Land can give he. 

"The laids general and total Defences being premitted (which the. Coun- 
tel: : +4 k 

Eſtates of Pagliament; to conſider. in the firlt place) The ſaid Counteſs makes a 


1 the ſeverab Points. in the Petition, which are nothing but 
8 1 . 


jon of made-up. Stories, which yet are as irrelevant in Law, 
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is her pretended Rights 5 The Counteſs of Sutherland cannot be now ad- 


of 'emyſe humbly deſires the Lord Commiſſioner his Grace, and bonourable 
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hove: And the Counteſs having then two Brothers alive, who had the inimedi- 
at intereſt to the Eſtate ; and the being unwilling to diſpleaſe her Mother, did 
her deſire deliver up the Tailzie to her Father, upon this at ry Condition, that. 
he ſhould keep it intire; And that the Counteſs of Sutherland ſhould ſucceed by 
vertue thereof, in caſe he had not Heirs Male of his Body: And that the Earl 
not only promiſed to do ſa, but alſo confirmed his Promiſe by a ſolemn Oath, 
wiſhing like ways, that if be ſhould make any other Right of latail in favours of 
any other Perſon, in prejudice. of the ſaid Counteſs, that the ſaid perſor might 
be accurſed; and that the Family might. periſn and the Counteſs affirms, that 
her Father did the ſame in preſence of ſeveral perſons, and that ſome of them are 
yet alive, © + | Ts 


122 * 1 \ T Eu 0h et een 
To this it is anſwered, , 1. That the ſajd Alledgeance is is no ways relevant, 
for albeit the Earl of Wervyſs had made the foreſaid Tailzie, in tavours of the 
Counteſs of Suherland, and had delivered it to her, and had received it back a- 


gain, upon his Promiſe and Oath, that be ſhould not wrong it ; ie For! 


1 | 
latent Dead, whereupon nothing followed, and the Earl haying br the: F | 
publick deeds, ſettled his Eſtate upon this Counteſs. of Wemyſi + Thepretence of 
the. foreſaid firſt latent Tajlzie, can no ways wrong nor the Counteſs 
of Wemyſs, her publick Right and Infeftments. 2. Altho the (aj Alledgrance 
were relevant, as it is not, yet it is only probable Scripto vel Jurawents; by Writ: 
or Oath, and no ways by witneſſes, it being againſt Law and Pratique, thas' 
the leaſt Eſtate in the Kingdom can be taken away by Witneſles, far | 
ſiderable Eſtate as that of. Fewyſe, and Title of Honour there, 

But that the Lord Commiſſioner, his Grace; aud honour; 
liament, may be convinced of the falſhood ol: the forelaid ' Alledgeagce 
bumbly deſired, they may be pleaſed'to conſider, . That Jh Babe Win 
father vo the ſaid. David Earl of Weay/7, was living ayn=o 1645; AN in 
be imagined, that the ſaid Devid Earl of Vewyſt, Would in his Fathers 
have altered the:Tailzie, made by his Father to Him 
vouts of the Countelsof Jas berlemd bis Daughter. 2. The Counteſs of 
land was married to the Earl of Angnry. in 4pril 1649. And in her: af 
Marriage, ſhe accepts' of fourty five Thouſand Merks payed be her 
Father and Father in Tochet with her, in full ſatisfa&ion of all Pro- 
viſions made by them to her, and iſ the foreſaid pretended Tailzie had been be- 
fore the Marriage, it would have been excepted from the foreſaid Clauſe of Ad- 
ceptation: And it is not to be preſumed, that the Katl of Nemyſ, would have 


. 
* 


tallzied his Eſtate to the ſaid Sounteſi his Daughter; after he had given ber ſo 
reat a Proviſion, and bad married her to ſo great a Family, thereby to have con- 


aded his Eſtate and Family, in that Family's Aud if oced beis ic could be pro- 
ven that he never deſigned to Tailzie his Eſtate = ol his Daughter that 
ſnould be married to other Families, than to Gentlemen of his owu Name andBlood; 
3. The Counteſs of Sutherlend was married in April, and her Mother died in 
September thereafter z ſo that the Tailzie,alledged made 0 her. after ber Marri- 
age, could not be a conſiderable time in her cuſtody before her Mothers deaths; 
4 With what probability can it be thaughe; that the Earl of amſi would 


have delivered the Tailzie to the Counteſs of Sutbeplend his Daughter, to he kepe © 
+ | by her after ſhe was married to the Earl of Aagal, but would rather have kept 
it himſelf; And why would the Counteſs of Sitherlend have refuſed to deliver © 


it back to her Father, - ſince it was in his W to'alter it, where ever it 2 
; 2 Are 2 at. 
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& in his | . 


Grand 
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And why would the Barl of Femyſs bind up himſelf by Promiſe and Oath, that 
he Would nor break the Tailzie? And why ſhould he have curſed the perſon in 
whole Favour be ſhould alter it, and bis Family for ever thereafter > But thoſe 
made up Stories, are ofdeſigo to load her Fathers Memory with breach of P. o- 
miſe,Perjury,and Imptecations upon-this Counteſs. of ei, bis Daughter and the 
Family; which doth no ways contribute tothe Counteſs of Sutherland her Advan- 
tage nor havecredit or weight with joſt and good Men, but which doth make her 
Criminal before God and man, and obnoxious to the Curſe pronounced againſt Cur- 
ſers, and Speakers evil of Parents; yea, and although that which is falſly alledged, 
were true, yet ſhe is lyable tothe Curſe pronounced by Nezb,againſt his Son Chu, 
for diſcovering his Nakedneſs. 5. The imprdbability of the foreſaid Tailzie, is evident 
from this, That Awwo 1651. (hen the King was at Stirling, and which was not two 
years after the id dlleadged Tailzie)the Earl of Wewyſ: obtained under the 
Kings Hand and Grear Seal,a Charter of his Title of Honour and Hſtate, in favours 
of his Hieirs-male, and no ways to his Heirs whatſoever: now it there had been 
Tailzic Ammo 1649 in favours of the Counteſs of Sutherland,ſhe and the Earl 
jw ber Husband, ( who wers oſt at Court) would have oppoſed that 1n- 
feftment and Tailzie,' whereby ſhe and the Heirs betwixt t were excluded. 
4. When the Barl of Wem married his laſt Lady, all bis Sons were dead: 
but becauſe his Eſtate was tailzied to hi other Heir : male, as ſaid is In his Con- 
tit of Marriage wich that Lady, Au 1652, ( wheretothe Ear} of Ange was 
2 Winnels, and at which his Lady was preſent ) there iu Proviſion for the Daugh · 
ters r upon that Ground, that the Eſtate was tailzied 
to Heir male. if there had been a Tailzic thereof to the Counteſi of Su- 


#herland and ber Children, Awno 1649, The Earl of Angus and his Lady, would 
here reclaimed apainſt that Clauſe in the Contract, which affirmed the Eftate 
to betailzied to je 3 but that Tailzic was never heard of; before the 


year 167. Nor never ſeen by any, before or ſince. 

8. It 5 alledged in the Petition, That 4 167 1. the Earl of Wemyſe bein 

old and 5 the Importanities and inſinuatiom of the deceaſed. Counteſs 

of Femy/ſ0 his laſt Lady, was prevoiled upon, to make a new Tailzie in favours 
of this /Countefs of Mei their Daughter, and that the Counteſs of Sxiberland 
beving complained thereof to her Father, be declared he was forced to do it, 
to pleaſe his Wife, and keep at home g and ſhe having repreſented to 
him bk Promiſeand Oath forefaid, he anſwered that ſhe had wounded bim eg 
the heart, in putting him in mind thereofs and his Lady did fo order the Affair, 
chat the Counteſs | could never have the Occafion thereaſtet, to meet with, or ſee 
her Father. rn 
To this it is anſwered; 1. That the ſoreſald Alledgeanee is no ways relevant, 

for although the Earl of Wemyſ# had been old and ia firm, when he made the ſore- 
ſald Tuilzie, and although be had made the ſame by the Importunity of his Lady, 
the reſt of the Particular in the Aſſertion were true, as they are 
not yet t 


* 


of Wewy/e, wis Mile above fikty: years of Age in the Year 1671, when he 

made rhe forelaid Tallzie, in e the — of Wemyſs his Daughter, ant 

he was not then Infitm, but in as good Health and Stretigth, and Memory, a 

Judgment, as be had been many years before, and continued ſo for many y 

thereafter, conſtantly travelling up and down about his Affairs, and coming o 

to Edinburgh to Council and Seſſion, and to all publick Meetings, as 4 wel 
now 


known to many of the Parliament; ke, 14 had no ficknefs, while fix or eight 
days before his deceaſe, having dyed of a Gravel, without Fever or othet ficks 
neſs; jo $hat is 3s dall alledged, that be made the forelaidFailrie, in ce 


age and Iuſimĩity. 
2. There s noing mare feat, than thay che Earl of — ſettle# his Bitate: 
upon this Counteſs of We by the tunjtics and Infirnations6f her 0 
ters erde ee had her married (wic a Portion om 0 
1 


ble Relation, of her own, and a greater Family, or to other 
alſened from England, a — 3 and aad the Gn pontoon 
e. That the Lord Barnt-Iſland was not of the Quality and Eſtate; of #h 
Matches, and that he did oot bring any Alliance to the Failly, and chat 
e Dion ee eee 

e L 

of 40000 lib. as Tocher, her. er would be gre e brought to 5 
dition, and greatly wronged, in neglecking the atches that offered for | 
ber; yee the. Kar would give noFar'to theſe Reaſoty , Which her Mother urged 
. and with great inſtance, nor ld be be diverted from the Reſdlu 
hehad taken, of ſettling bis Iſtate u bi Daughter, and marrying her 
— Rurni- I and, py. iP of his own Name ge ory tbr comtinu- 
hey e Family in 8 Line; 575 7 _ Coumet 

eps atlengthautof Duty, comply with t rd to yet 
there can be no greater injuſtices th how to — er an the Carte of 5 8. 
ſettlement of the Iſtate upon her Daughter. 5 
impudent, and againſt the Dur of a Child, to edge ches 
| | whe Qountalcof 4: ind Fes <4 rmq mie to her Father, that be had pronriſed to 
- | keep the Tailzie, alledged in her favours, and that he had eon 
p with an Qath, and Imprecatios; and that thei ber Faber hd, un 
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mo 


Bl 


3«lt is likeways 


wounded bio tothe heart, foralbeit it were the: that ſhie —— tne 7 Fa- 
ther, that he had made a Tailzic in ber favours; et ſne had not the confidence 
ie alham upon bim, that he had pr of kt he 2 that he had con- 
eee. cerion yas fo inoen 
div her ſor her pretending, that he made 
apd far cauling the Karl of, Forfar, be In 
Rebgaatian — ber Father, in favours 17 . Come, 
Tide of Hogour and | that be ſwore before ſeveral 
1] hat an wean — dhe in his Tailzie, © Eikeds; f. 
le. — A wrote —— hat ged 
* om inge, 4 
lee pon the deceaſed Countels of Wewyf?, her Mother in 125. 0 212. AM 
4. It isalledged inthe Peiition, that the Counteſs of F Sutherland, A et 
ee Saber, . o Georg el one het, by 1 
Death. he f 


Antail, that by a Writ under bis Hagd a little 
| ahefaid Tailzie, anddegjared it mo, no ways 
und ber Hæirs ; and that he had truſted the ſald Paper t a 
dent Perſon, to be delvered to het, but that his ( reof, 
al with hex Bounty and Liberality, either to 55 0 pat 1 * 
E ſo that it was never delivered to the Counteſs 8 . os. 
= benen e 

i mer, bult utek o m | 
man] . oft, but allenar! 1 'faysghat berg EE 


| (0s) * | 
thereof, and yet if her Information had been certain, ſhe ought to have conde. 
ſcended upon her Informers, and upon the Gentleman to whom the Paper was 
Intruſted, and particularly upon the two Bailies of the Wemyſs their Names, 
whom in her Printed Information ſhe aſſerts to be her Informers. But, 2. The 
ſoreſaid Alledgeance is no ways Relevant, for the Barl having Diſponed 
his Eſtate and Honour to this Counteſs of Wemy/s, his Daughter in her Contract 
of Marriage, (Reſerving his own Liferent, and a Reverſion to the Heirs Male 
of his Body) whereupon Infeftment followed under the Great Seal, It was not 
in his Power thereafter to Revoke or alter the ſamine, and which would have 
been of no import, 3. As the ſaid Alledgeance is not Relevant, ſo it is not true, 
for during his Sickneſs, and at his Death, he made no favourable mention of the 
Counteſs of Sutherland, . but continudd in the great Affection and Reſpect, 
which he always bad to the Counteſs of Wemy/7 his Daughter, who conſtantly at- 
tended him, and called for her Children and bleſſed them, looking upon them as 
the Heirs and Repreſentatives of his Family. 12 810 
J. Itis alledged in the Petition, that by the Laws of Nature and Nations, 
and Municipal Laws of this Kingdom, and the Antient Rights of the Family, the 
Eſtate was to deſcend to Heirs whatſomever, and that conſequently, the Daugh- 
ters, eſpecially the eldeſt Daughter had Right to ſucceed failzicing Heirs Male, 
and that therefore, it was unjuſt and injurious to paſs by the Counteſs of 
Sutherland the eldeſt Daughter, and give it to the youngeſt Daughter, unleſs 
the Counteſs had been a Fool, or Idiot, or had highly diſobliged her Father, 
or had Married without his Conſent, and that in regard thereof, the Tailzieto 
the youngeſt Daughter cannot beſuſtained, in Prejudice of the Counteſs of Ju- 
therland the eldeſt Daughter, elſe the Children of the firſt Marriage, who ſhould 
Repreſent the Family, cannot be ſecure, — 75 
| To this it is Anſwered, 1. There is no Law of Nature ordering Succeſſion, & 
every Nation hath their ſeveral: Laws and Cuſtoms in their Succeſſions, but 
for the moſt part, the ſame is in the Arbitrament of the Proprietar, and in this 
Kingdom there is no Law that hinders Parents or Proprietars to diſpoſe of 
their ownat their pleaſure g but in caſe they ſhould not happen to diſpoſe there- 
on, then Law, . Cuſtom and Practique, regulats the order ot Succeſſion, als well 
in Movables as in Heretage : And it can be proven, that by the antient Rights of 
the Eſtate, ready to be produced, it deſcended to Heits-Male; and as 
David Earl of Weymſs was Proprietar, and Fiar thereof, and might have diſpo- 
fed thereof at his pleaſure; ſo de fate he has ſettled and diſpoſed upon the 
ſame in favours of the Counteſs of Meymſi his youngeſt Daughter, and continued 
it in the old Line of the Family by marrying her to a Gentleman of his own Name 
and Blood, and wherewith the Counteſs of Sutherland ought to be well ſatisſied, 
Cher Father having married her to a great and noble Family, and given a great 
Portion with her, And the Counteſs of Satherland her A ſſertion, that it was un- 
juſt and injurious to paſs by her without a Cauſe, and that by this the Children 
. of firſt Marriages, who properly ſhould repreſent the Family, can never be ſe- 


cure, are Words of no weight nor import, For 1. She had highly offended her 


Fxther, and was an undutitul Daughter als well in his Lifetime, as now after his| + : 


Death, by Raking up his Aſhes, and loading his Memory with Unfaithfulneſs, 
and breach of Promiſe, Perjury, and as guilty of Imprecations upon his Daugh- 
ter and Family, which will not commend her to good Men. 2, Her Father had 
free liberty to diſpoſe of his own as he pleaſed, and was not obliged to pleaſe 


in the choice of hes Succeſſor, 3. He ſettled his Eſtate upon this Counteſs o 
| Weymſ. 


— 
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Meymff upon the weighty Conſiderations above-natrated, and there is no conſi- 
dering perſon,but will think that a Father of anantient Family having no Heits- 
Male of his Body, being de ſirous to continue his Eſtate in the antient Line; but 
that with great reaſon he may ſettle his Eſtate upon the youngeſt Daughter, and 
marry her to a Gentleman of his own Name and Blood, having firſt married his 
eldeſt Daughter to a noble and great Family of greater Confideration than his 
own; and the Counteſs of Sutherland has oft,and within this five or ſix Weeks, 
at Abbors- hall, affirmed ſhe knew her Father deſigned to ſettle his Eſtate upon 
Lady Mary her younger Siſter, before his laſt Marriage; which clears her Fa- 
thers deſign from the beginning to continue his Family in the antient Line, and 
not to confound it with a greater; ſo that there is nothing. in the Alledgances 
foreſaids that has the leaſt ſhadow of relevancy to take from the Counteſs of 
Weymſs her Right to her Eſtate and Title of Honour. | | 

6. It is alledged in the Petition, that the youngeſt Daughter is preferred to 
the eldeſt, and failing of Heirs of her Body, the Eſtate is provided to the Heirs 
of the Lord Burnt · Iſiand a Stranger, and that the ſame is not only a perſonal in- 
jury to the Counteſs of Sutherland, but to the noble Family the is matched with, 

To this it is anſwered wt ſupra, that her Father might have diſpoled upon his 
Eſtate as he pleaſed, and the Lord Burni-1ſland was not a Stranger to her Fa- 
ther, but of his Name and Blood, and no injury was done in this to her, or the 
Family ſhe matched with, for the reaſon immediatly above-written, els 

7. The Counteſs of Sutherland declares, that albeit ſhe may claim the whole 
Eſtate by the Tailzie made in her favours anne 1649, yet ſhe is content the Eſtate 
be divided betwixt them, which being ſo conſiderable (as the Caſual Rent there- 
ot is 60000 Merks yearly,as ſhe is informed,notwithſtanding of the War, beſides 
the Real Rent) may admit of a Diviſion, | | 
Io this it is anſwered, 1. That if the Counteſs of Sutherland could recover 
the Eſtate by the pretended Tailzie, alledged made in her favouts ann 1649, 
the would give no part of it to the Counteſs of Weym(s, and the Counteſs of 
Weymſs being the true Owner of it by the Tailzi® 1671, will follow Solomons 
Judgment and Deciſion upon the like caſe, and keep it intirely to her ſelf wich- 
out Di-ifion thereof, 2. The Counteſs of Sutherland is groſly miſinformed of 
the real and caſual Rent, and her Informers have been looking thorow a Multi- 
plying-glaſs, if they have it from the Chamberlains Accompts. | | 
8. In the former Section of the Petition, the Counteſs of Sstherland ſeemed 
to be ſo juſt and kind, as that ſhe was content to take the half; but in the next 
Paragraph ſhe would have alſo the other half, upon the pretence of two Bonds of 
Proviſion alledged granted by her Father to Alexander her Brother and Lady 4. 
#95 herSiſter, which in her printed Information are affirmed to extend to 15000 /7b, 
Sterling,and to which ſhe pretends ſhe has Right as neareſt of Kin to them, 
To this it is anſwered, That it is denyed that there were ſuch Bonds of Provi- 
fion, and if they ſball be produced, then an anſwer ſhall be made thereto, But 


Alexander having died before he was three years of Age, and Lady Mary having 


died betore ſhe was fixteen years of Age, it may be conceived that they died be- 


fore the Term of Payment; and both of them being dead many years before their 


Father, the Proviſions made to them became thereby extinct, and could not de- 


ſcend to their neareſt of Kin. 2 i | 7 
9. In the laſt place the Counteſs of Sat herland craves it may be found an 
clared, that ſhe has Right, at leaſt to the half of the Eſtate, and that the Coun- 


tels ol Meymſe may be decerned to denude her ſelf thereof in her favouts, and ko 
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make pryment to her of the half of the Rents 


Grounds alſo. 


Dishonourably. To this it is Anſwered, That it is ſtrange, that any knomm 


could not have been Tailzied to the Counteſs of 


and Honour, fa 


wr 2 
. 


8 
of the Eſtate ſince their Fathers de · 


ceaſe, and that the Counteſs of emyſe may be decerued to exbibite and deliver 
the forefaids Bonds of Proviſios, 2 ed by the Earl of Wemyſs to Mr. | 
Alexander ind Lady Mary Yeryſſes his Children, and to make payment to the Few 
Counteſs of Sat herlanu, as netreſt of Kin to them, of the Sums therein contained. 
To this it is Anſwered, 1. That it cannot be found and declared, that the f 
Counteſs of Swherland has Right to the half, ar any part ofthe Eſtate, or Rents ga- 
thereof; nor can the Counteſs of Wewyſs be deoerned to denude her ſelf of the phi 
half of the Eſtate, and make payment of the half af the ſaids Rents, becauſe mi 
there is no > cl "> Hey in the Countels of Suiberlaud her Perſon. 
But upon the contratr-, her pretended - Right thereto is declared, 
be the Decreet of Improbation thereof, to be Falſe and Feigued. 
and the Stories in her Petition, are ſe in matter of Fact, as they are Itrelevant Fi 
in point of Law : And noingenuout Lawer will affirm and give under his 
hand, that there is any Relevaney'in it, And as to the RefleRipns upon the me- e L. 
mory of her Father (who was Noble, Paichfull and Honeſt, and who kept, hia 
Word and Promiſe to all he gave it) the ſame ought duly to be Cenſurad, Þ 
2. The Counteſs of Wemyſi cannot med, to Exhibit Sc Deliver the fargfpids 
Bonds of Proviſion alledged granted tothe Childrem a. Becauſe jt is not proven 
that they were ſuch Bonds, or that the has them, & which ſhe poſitively denyes, c 
and upon the contrair, in the 'Coumeſs.of Swhenends Printed Information, it I be 
is affirmed, that they were Intruſted to the keeping of the Lord Burly her Grand- 
father, and far leſꝭ can the Conntels of 'Wewyſr be Decerneds tomake Payment F 
of the faids Bonds to the Counteſs of Sutherland, unleſs the Bonds were ſirſt pro. & 
duced, and that the Counteſs had eſtabliched a Right thereto in her Perſon, | 
But, 2: The Counteſs of Wemyſ7 has obtained a Decreet of Improbation oftheſs Þ 
Bonds, (if any ſuch were) againſt the Counteſs of Suben, as lalſe and ſcigned Þ 
Beſides the Grounds foreſaids, contained in the ſaid Petition, there is a Ptin - 
ted Information for the 'Caugteſs of 'Swberland, ' which contains the following 


* 
* 
. 


1. That the Laws of this Nation, allows not « Father to prefer the youngeſ 


- 


Child to the Inheritance, unleſs the eldeſt were a Fool, vitions, or had married 


Lawersbould affirm this, fince the Laws of this Nation hinders not a Father to 
Diſpoſe of his own, or Dilapidat, and ſpend it at his pleaſure, . 
2. It is Alledged, that the Earl of Wewyſt having received his Eſtate from his 
Anceſtors, and not by Purchaſe, could not by the Antient Cuſtomsofthis Nati 
on, Diſpoſe upon his Eftateby his Lawfull Heir. it is Anſwered, That thisis 
als unwarrantably Alledged as the former, elſe the many Antient Eſtates, that 
ate now conveyed to others, would be ſtill exiſting, conform to the ſirſt Settle- Ile 
ments. And this Eſtate beſore the 1671. being — — to Heirs Mail, 
„41649. 
3. It is Alledged, That the Earl of Weryſs Anne 1649. Diſponed his * 
aeg b Male. iffae, to the Counteb of Sutherlanwd:and 2 
, they Aſſaming the Name and Arms, and that 


u, whether sons or Daughters 


1 had no Power to altegit, and further, that in Preſence of the Perſons conde- 


tated upon, he promffẽd upon Oath, not to alter it. 
As to this which is an Addition of New made up Stories; che Anſwer made to 


that part ofthe Petition, anent the Taizie 1649. is Repeated. 


4+, The Counteſs informs, that ſhe dealt with her Father, to continue the In- 
tail made to her, and that ſhe would procure for her Siſter the Counteſs of emy/z, 
one 


tthe Lordſh pot Bothwel,which 
2-as a; Focher with her, and that 
o as an Addition to the Eſtate of + 


t aſſent tg it, forthe Reaſons mention- 


( 
de: ne oſthe Nobleſt Matches inthe Kingdo 
ver ertains to the Earl of Forfar, ſhould 
Mr. he reſt of the Earl of Forfars Eſtate, 
the Jewy/s, but that the Earl of Wemy/sd 
d. I in the Information, 
the þ5 to this, the foreſaid Alledgeance proves two things lt. That the Earl of Nemyſide · 
ents ned from the beginning that the Counteſs 'ofem/7 his Daughter ſhould ſucceed 
the p his Eſtate, & marry a Gentleman of his own Name pod, and continue the 
auſe pmily in the Line, and not confound it with another Family, 

doſulted the Honour and Greatneſs, * ich might ha ve h 
at Match. 2. It proves, that the of We 
cauſe of the Intail to her, but that rathe 
nich if need beis can be proven. = | 
J The Information then, that the Lord ragt: Iſand and his Friends, after 
Earl of Wemyſs death, made King Charles he nd belive, that the Earl had 
is PDaughters alive but the Counteſs of Ne , hat the Counteſs of Suther- 
d was only his Siſter 3 as to this, it is a new mag i Storie, and abſolutly falſe, 
the deceaſed Countes of Nemſi, and Mel of Satherland, were two years 
| more together at London, ſeveral years before the Earl of Wemyſ7 his death, 
es, Id were daily together at Court, and the King knew the Counteſs of Sutherland 
it be the ſaid Counteſs of Nemyſt her Daughter in Law, and oft ſaid to the Coun- 
- & of Sutherland her ſelf, that her Mother in Law looked younger than ſhe. * 
6, It is affirmed in · e Petition, that the Lord Burmi-Iſignd had only 30000 
: Eerks, with which bepurchaſed the Caſtle of Burm- I Hand. 
nis it is anſwered, that the Lord Burnt. Iſand ſucceeded to the Eſtate of 
fand as Heir to his Father who purchaſed it, and that he had a great Sum 
Money due to him upon e of Wemyſi, beſides what he had in England 
dotherways. 33 
It is affirmed in the Petition, that the Deceaſed-Conntels of Wemyſs paye l! 
Carl of Wemy/s Debts, with his own Rents, and took A ſſignations to the 
ids blank, in the Aſſigneys Name, and that thereby ſhe defigned to Diſpone 
on the Eſtate, to whom ſhe pleaſed, to Defraud the Counteſs of Sxihberland, 
to this, it is likeways a New Story, and moſt Calumnious, for the Deceaſt 
unteſt of Wey ſi, did never meddle with th ents of the Eſtate, nor with 
payment of the Debt thereof, nor had she er a blank Aſſignation to a ſix 
ice of the ſamine. 
By all which it is evident, 
neither true ji Fact thats 
$d Perſons or Men, and that although, the Stories u. 
I not be probable by Witneſles, —_ 


In Regard whereof, it is humbly craved, that the Lord Commi(ſiones,....... 
His Grace and honourable Eſtates of Parliament, would ref 4 * 
* | 


Deſire of the foreſajd Petition, and Aﬀoilzic the Counteſs of M 
therefrom - | 


